?o52 South Sangamon Stroot 
Chicago, Illinois 
April 1,1965 



The llonorablo' Edward V. Long 
^ontite Office Building 
.\ .shington, D.u. 

Lear Senator Long: 



Reference is made to the lotter of Mr. Warren C. Swindell, 
dated March 16,1965, directing your attTnlioirThj'^he * 

. arrest and conviction of forner Secret Service Agent 
Abraha.ii V.’. Boldon. 



On the night of March 51,1965, I received a long di3tanco 
telephone, call from Kr. Swindoll at which time he advisod 
ue that you hayo expressed a desiro to discover the facto 
surrounding my orrost argl conviction. 

I 

I wr-.S 'arrested by the U.3. Secret Sorvico on May 18,1964. 

The clro-umstances of my urreot are an affront to Justice 
and indicate a startling disregard for the law by some 
cerabors oif tho secrot sorvico. 

/! •. | T * 

• On i May 18,1964, I. was attending tho Socrot Service Training., 
: School at! V.chington, D.C. During on Intermission botwoon- 

classes, I was approached by Spocial Agent in Charge of 
personnel, Howard* Andorson, and told that tho secrot sorvico 
office in Chicago, Illinois had Just? discovered a c ountor- . . x 
felting plant in. a suburb of Chicago. I was. told that 
the Chicago offico wanted all agonts from Chicago to ro- V 
turn to Chicago, Illinois for tho purposo of assisting 
in the investigation of tho currant caso. ‘ 

I was drivon to tho Dullus Airport by Kr. Howard Andcraoa 
and at that timo v/ao accompanied by Special Agent Gary • •• 
KcLood who was also attending the cecrot sorvico school. 



Upon arriving at Chicago, I was taken to the offico of tho • . 
U . s . Attorney i;horo I was tolu to wslv -for further lnstruc^. 
tiona. Shortly .thoro after, Spocial Agent in Chargo Mr. 
Maurice G. Kartincau advisod mo that I had boon brought • ^ 
back to Chicago bccauao Frank Uilliaa Jonoo had givon • j. 
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a signed aw ora statement naming no as conspiring with him 
tc a ale a secret government file to Joseph Spagnoli. I 
taon asked Mr. hartinonu IT I v.'ero under arrest and ho 
stated that a warrant for ay arrant had boon ioouod by 
Chief .'Oderal District Judgo Campbell at 2:00P.M. on May 
13,1964; iiowevor tho warrant vaa not served upon mo at 
thin time. I 



Sir, the law i3 very definito concerning tho urroot of 
o person accusod of a crime arroated on a v/urrant iaoued 
in ano vhor stato at a place 100 niloa or moro from tho 
plnco of arroct. Rule 40, section (b), paragraph (1) 
specifically statos that tho arrested poraon shall bo takoa 
without unnecessary delay beforo tho noarost available 
commissioner or a nearby Judgo of tho United Statoo in the 
district in which the arrest ia mado. It is my opinion 
that the secret service ovaded the law by using a pretoxt 
for the purpose of returning mo to Chicago, Illinois .without 
regards to the rules of criminal procedure . Mr. Anderson 
and Inspector Gerald McCann, who eccompiod mo to Chicago 
with Cary McLeod, . knew full wo 11 that a warrant had boon 
issued for my arrest and thht tho law roquiroo that I 
bo taken before the nearest Judicial official in’ Washing- * 
ton, L. Cl Why did tho socret service cnooso to disregard 
those rules? 

After being adviaod by Mr. Martineau that a warrant had in 
fact' oeeln issued, I asked Mr. Martineau, in tho prosonco* of 
United Mtatos Attorney Edward llanrahan, to allow ao to call 
an attorney sinco it appeared that I wao undor arroot. 

Ilr. Martinoau denied tho request and tho United Statoo 
Attorney mado no attempt to correct thio error and viola- 
tion of my constitional righto. 'Why did tho secrot aorvico • 

pervert my right to counsel? ; 

* * • . 

After remaining in tho office of tho U.3.- Attorney for a . 
period of eight heura ar.d nftor tho warrant wao sorved • 
at 12:00 Midnight, Kay 10,1964, I was finally allowed to 
call my attorney. During tho interrogation by tho secret 
service, I was not allowed to oat or nnlro any tolophone 
colla to my v/ifo or my attorney. Why was I hold incoamuni- 
cato? The Constitution of tho United Statos forbids such 
actions.- • * ' 

Sir, On July 12,1934, after tho prosecution and dofonso 
had concluded tho presentation of tho evidence in my first : 
trial, instructions waro given to tho Jury by Fodoral . • 



o rMwaii V. Lon^ 
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District Judge Joseph Sam Porry and the Jury wno sent to 
j r-)o:a for dui iteration. After summoning the Jury 



tn<t 

several 

foreman 



timpd and receiving a report of impaaao'* from the 
j Judge Porry stated to the Jury: 

my opinion, the dofendnnt io guilty of counta 
oao two pud throe of the indictment". 

Judge l orry | 'then sent the Jury buck to tho jury chambers 
far further deliberations, //hen tho Jury did not reach u 
verdict, Judge Porry oot tho now trial for August 3rd. 



Phe statements of tho Judgo in roforcnce to my being guilty 



were printed 
rented on tc 

i 



.touu, I'jnica.g 



in all of the Chicago novapapero ana waa pre- 
leviuion throughout Chic go. 



ri ! 

Atj jt!:*j beginning of the ueconc 
£?' than fiitirnoy, Ceorgo C. 



;conc trial on august 3rd, 1964, 
Upward,. 5255 *eot Roosevelt 
i^o, Illinois, petitionee; tho court of Judge Perry 
for a change- of vonue due to the auv.irso publicity and tho 
a. 'par tint prejudice 'of the Judge. Judge Perry refused a 
chanm of venue and in doing 0 so stated: 

V i 

Maybe, I'll give you u fair trial tne next 
time. Mnybo the evidence won't show that 
ho ' a guilty thio time." 

Six’, it snoujld be notod at thi3 point that the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure atate in Rule 21, paragraph 
(a j th-.t, "Tlhe court upon motion of tho defendant uhall 
transfer the proceeding as to him to another district or 

divluioh Lf ■ tho sou? 6 is aatiafiS'l that- ciisre exi?j$§ in t&e 

diatrict. or diviaion where the prosecution is pending so 
great a prejudice against the defendant that he cannot ob- 
tain a fair and impartial trial in that district or divinion 

For some inexplicable reason, those rules wore not applied 
during the prosecution of my case and furthermore, tho 
government resisted, by motion, tho reassignment of thio 
case to any other Judgo. 



On or about March 3rd, 1965, my present attorneys, Mr. Ray- 
mond J. smith,' 105 i'c-st Adams dtroot, iboom 1209* and Mr. 
Jamea ?. Ward, 135 Couth LaSalle Street, Chicago, Illinois, 
submitted a petition for a new trial to Judgo Perry asking 
that a new trial be granted. This petition waa bacod upon 
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against 
Spagnoli 'a 

trial titled United States vs. D'Antonio racordod undor 
G’» , .{ JOG, chowa that the following admission was otado 
by spagnoli oq January 20,1965: 

ij . I 

Gpagnoli: I lied in tho Doldon trial.’ 



Court 

Spagnoli 

Coyrt 

Spagnoli 



Are you tolling thia court under oath 
that you lied in the Bolden .trial? 

Yec, oir. v 

You committed porjury than? 

Yoa, sir. 



Judge lorry was tho presiding judge in the Spagnoli trial. 

On page of the D' Antonio transcript, Spagnoli atatoa 

that he perjured himself u!h tho request of tho government 
prosecutor Richard Sikes. A yellow shoot of legal paper, * 
in the handwriting of Siicos, was submitted into evidonce 
to verify | the allogationo of Spagnoli. 

On January 27, 1965, Spagnoli tolephoned my former attorney, 
George C. Howard, and told Howard that Spagnoli and Jonoa 
had fixed j up tho caao against mo. Spagnoli further otated • 
that ho would bo willing to tostify to tho abovo and would 
agree to naming names and datoo and identify tho poroono 
v/ho helped! him to “frame no," 



j5pn.gr.oli also 3tatod that U.5 Attorney Sikoo mado a "deal" 
ith him stating that if ho would givo evidonco againot mo, 
is ico-opi!ration would be brought to tho attention of Judge 
terry at the time of Spagnoli 's sentencing. 



6 



L 

I 



Sir, on pteeo 495 end 49&, United Stateo vs. Abraham W. 
Bolden, official transcript, rccordod under 64-CR324-, tho 
following] question v/aa answered by Spagnoli; 



A tty. Howard; 



i H 

o .. 4 






■ 1 : 



hid the government. proaioo you any- 
thing for testifying against my oliontf 



•v. 



Spagnoli: No, nobody promised- me anything. 
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_ ’•-”ch,?2,19o5, in tho court of federal District Tu a™ 

ItOR*** ?° rry> Whll ° "SUPing tho coviraiSSa SaS^ 5 
i.alnwt eivlns mo a now trial, prooocutor Dikes atutodj 

• " ££ e «. oa ^ y thing that I promised Spagnoli wao 
tnafc any co-oporation that he gave would be 
jSeo " attention of the sentencing 



by £ P a ^ ol l rof orence a 

pv- Am. „<i to hia bo U.3. Attorney Silcoa, woro 

“ hlch if^olutably aubotantlotoo 
t ~’ i w ( cl.ia.n t ha he committed perjury in nv trial 

1 ^ a L tfla l!j 6 committed perjury, prosecutors- 

l**.; $£ ££ s^lLSSI.* h0 “ e l7lne 

0 

federal District Judgo Perry deniod 
a new w.^ol staging taat it was his bcliof that Spagnoli 
c :;i AO- CQSpit perjury in ay trial. Judgo Perry otutod, 
a ®°tter of record, that it is his boliof that 
3 ; admission of perjury is a plan to"froo Bolden" 
anp in turn opagnoll could free himself. Judge Porry 
duping tho 'motion for a now trial, did not commont upon 
biui leg- 1 ipir.uoc involvod, nor did ho comment upon tho 
ppoceuont casoa presented by my attorney which without 
a^aotfotauJo) a now trial mandatory. Thera ua 3 no hoarin p* 

01 the facts concerning opagnoli's adnlooion and tho 
acienso wadinot allov:ed to summon Dpagnoli for tho purpose 
of examining him _ concerning hio admission of porjury. ’ 
dadgu Perry - based his rofusnl of a now trial oololy upon 
tiie iuct that ho did not believe that Dpagnoli committed, 
porjury in my trial although Judgo Porry otatos that 
Spe.-noli dqfinitoly committed porjury. in hio own trial. 

Yet, Dpagndii io not being proaocutcd for porjury in..oithox 
trial. • 

Sir } all of the abovo statements oro a natter of record 
and can be verified by anyone who wishes to look into • 
ny case. • • J • • . 
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n.-n calling upon your assiotance and the assiotanco 
free Amor ic ana in an examination of tho facto 

e^ao. Binco ny conviction on August 12,1964, I 

o.i\ c* mCa.i uonloG employment duo to this blight uooa an 
otherwise impeccable rocord.'. 

I seek your aid i£ any capacity that you might doom to be 
appropriate. 



Your* a truly, 



Abraham '•!, Bolden 





• i.. / f • 






, . .• ‘ ■■■ ■ "" .. .V: '.V 1 v'.C,; . /. 

, v •• ■ xui -9 




